Resilience is becoming influent in development and vulnerability reduction sectors such as social protection, disaster risk reduction and climate change adaptation. Policy makers, donors and international development agencies are now increasingly referring to the term. The Social Protection and Labour 2012-2022 Global Strategy launched few months ago by the World Bank has as its overarching goal 'to help improve resilience, equity and opportunity in both low-and middle-income countries'. Similarly the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) recently reinforced the emerging prominence of the concept, pointing out: 'Disaster risk management and adaptation to climate change focus on reducing exposure and vulnerability and increasing resilience to the potential adverse impacts of climate extremes'. In that context, how should we see this emerging trend? In particular, can the concept of resilience bring some new and positive element to these fields, or is this just old wine in new bottle and a way to mask some of the current difficulties we are facing in achieving the MDGs? This presentation summarizes a recent analysis where we explore these important questions and shed light on the advantages but also dangers of adopting resilience in relation to vulnerability reduction programmes -and more widely to development. While the review highlights some positive elements -in particular the ability of the concept to foster integrated approach across sectors-it also shows that resilience has important limitations. One of our main concerns is the fact that the link between poverty alleviation and resilience is not obvious. In fact we argue that chronic poor are (by nature) very resilient, and therefore that the whole discourse about how it is important to build resilience as a tool for poverty alleviation is still unsubstantiated: there is no direct and obvious way out of poverty through resilience. Until the link between poverty and resilience has been conceptually and empirically clarified, resilience needs to be considered more carefully, especially with the recognition of 'good' and 'bad' resilience. On the basis of this, practitioners and academics engaged in researchaction need to step back, consider the objectives of their interventions and then assess how resilience may support or actually hinder these objectives. This presentation is part of the session: "Resilience and development: progress for human development or for humanitarian governance?"
